14                        Reply to Objections I

true when the meaning of efficient cause is restricted to those causes
that are prior in time to their effects or different from them, yet
it does not seem necessary to confine the term to this meaning in
the present investigation. In the first place the question1 would
in such a case be unmeaning, for who does not know that the same
thing can neither be prior to nor different from itself ? Secondly,
the light of nature does not require that the notion of an efficient
cause should compel it to be prior to its effect; on the contrary,
a thing does not properly conform to the notion of cause except
during the time that it produces its effect, and hence is not prior
to it. Moreover, the light of nature certainly tells us that nothing
exists about which the question, why it exists, cannot be asked,
whether we enquire for its efficient cause, or, if it' does not possess
one, demand why it does not have one. Hence, if I did not believe
that anything could in some way be related to itself exactly as
an efficient cause is related to its effect, so far should I be
from concluding that any first cause existed, that, on the contrary,
I should once more ask for the cause of that which had been called
first, and so should never arrive at the first of all. But I frankly
allow that something may exist in which there is such a great and
inexhaustible power that it has needed no assistance in order to
exist, and requires none for its preservation, and hence is in a
certain way the cause of its own existence; such a cause I under-
stand God to be. For, even though I had existed from all eternity
and hence nothing had preceded my existence, none the less, seeing
that I deem the various parts of time to be separable from each
other, and hence that it does not follow that, because I now exist,
I shall in future do so, unless some cause were so to speak to
re-create me at each single moment, I should not hesitate to call
that cause which preserves me an efficient cause. Thus, even
though God has never been non-existent, yet because He is the
very Being who actually preserves Himself in existence, it seems
possible to call Him without undue impropriety the cause of His
own existence. But it must be noted that here I do not mean
a preservation which is effected by any positive operation of causal
efficiency but one due merely to this fact, that the essential nature
of God is such that He cannot be otherwise than always existent.

From these remarks it is easy for me to make my reply to the
distinction in the use of the term 'self-originated7 OY per se2, which,

1  The question 'Can a thing be its own efficient cause?'

2  Cf. above p. 4.